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Objectives Dental impressions are among the potentially infectious items in dentistry. Dental impressions are invariably contaminated with 
saliva or blood. Such fluids may contain viral or bacterial pathogens including Bacteroides, Fusobacterium, Porphyromonas and Prevotella. 
The aim of this study was to assess the effects of three different types of disinfectants on alginate impression materials after one, three and 
five minutes.
Methods In this in vitro experimental study, 126 circular samples of alginate impression materials were contaminated with Staphylococcus 
aureus (S. aureus) and Pseudomonas aeruginosa and were then disinfected with 0.525% sodium hypochlorite, Deconex (Solarsept) and 
SeptiTurbo spray. Afterwards, the samples were wrapped in moist paper towels and kept in plastic bags for one, three and five minutes. 
Number of bacterial colonies was counted 24 hours after incubation. Negative and positive controls were included.
Results After five minutes, 0.525% sodium hypochlorite showed the highest disinfection activity against S. aurous as it eradicated over 
99.98% of the bacteria. Although the disinfecting agents showed non-significant results in eradicating S. aureus, SeptiTurbo was more 
effective in elimination of S. aurous . The disinfection activity of different agents increased with time.
Conclusion This study revealed that alginate can be effectively disinfected with SeptiTurbo and sodium hypochlorite by the spraying 
technique. This study highlighted the efficacy of SeptiTurbo for eradication of S. aurous.
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Introduction
Dentists may be exposed to various microorganisms, originated 
from blood or saliva of patients. Denture molds contaminating 
the blood and saliva are major sources of infection.1,2 Thus, 
 minimizing the spread of infection by disinfectants is one of the 
most important biosecurity measures. Increasing evidence 
shows that most of the dental impressions infected by various 
 microorganisms may cause cross infection from patients to 
dental staff and also, to patients.3,4 The most frequently identified 
 microorganisms are staphylococci, streptococci, Escherichia coli 
and Pseudomonas species.5,6 Since washing the impression mate-
rials with tap water only removes 40% of bacteria, American 
Dental Association advises all dentists to disinfect dental impres-
sions.7,8 Although alcohols and aldehydes are the most  common 
chemical disinfectants, some of these compounds cannot 
 eliminate all types of bacteria and viruses; thus, selecting a strong 
antimicrobial compound is important.7,9 Immersion and 
spraying are two commonly used methods to disinfect dental 
materials.10 However, spraying is not capable of disinfecting all 
surfaces effectively and also cannot cover all undercuts. In disin-
fection by soaking, the disinfecting agent covers all surfaces of 
impression materials at once. Contrary to immersion, the spray 
technique can considerably reduce the amount of distortion.7 
Based on the results obtained in previous studies,7,9 it is con-
cluded that the  antimicrobial effects of various disinfectants vary 
widely. In addition to effective antimicrobial activity, a disin-
fectant should cause no adverse effect on the surface features of 
impression materials.11 SeptiTurbo® is an alcohol-based plus qua-
ternary ammonium  disinfectant (Behban Shimi co. Tehran, 
Iran) while Deconex® Solarsept is an alcohol-based disinfectant 
(Borerchemie co. Zuchwil, Switzerland). In this study, three dif-
ferent disinfectants namely SeptiTurbo, Deconex (Solarsept) 
and 0.525% sodium hypochlorite were used to assess their disin-
fection efficacy against Staphylococcus aureus (S. aureus) and 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (P. aeruginosa) contaminated dental 
impressions. The objective of this study was to compare the 
results with the standard  specification to recommend a proper 
disinfection protocol for alginate impression materials.
Methods
Sample preparation
The present experimental study was carried out with the coop-
eration of Department of Microbiology of Tehran  University 
of Medical Sciences and Shahed University aiming at evalua-
tion of the antimicrobial efficacy of 0.525% sodium hypochlo-
rite (Golrang, Tehran, Iran), Deconex (Borer chemie, Zuchwil, 
Switzerland) and SeptiTurbo (Behban Shimi, Tehran, Iran) for 
disinfection of alginate impression material (Acrogel, Tehran, 
Iran). In this study, 126 alginate samples were prepared. Six 
samples were selected as negative controls and were incubated 
on tryptic soy broth culture for 24 hours. The alginate impres-
sions (n = 126) were randomly divided into three test groups 
(A, B and C, n = 42) for disinfection with the three disinfect-
ants using the spraying technique. The  control group was not 
disinfected. The 0.525% sodium hypochlorite, Deconex and 
SeptiTurbo were used to disinfect groups A, B and C, 
respectively for one, three and five minutes. Two samples were 
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Bacterial suspension preparation 
By transferring one or two colonies of bacteria to TSB medium, 
the suspension was adjusted to 0.5 McFarland standard  turbidity 
using a 600 nm spectrophotometer, which equaled 1.5 × 108 
colony-forming units (CFUs)/mL.
Sample contamination 
To evaluate the disinfection efficacy of the afore-mentioned 
substances, the samples were separately contaminated with 
microbial suspensions of S. aureus (ATCC 25923) and Pseu-
domonas aeruginosa (ATCC 27859). 
Sample disinfection and microbiological 
assessments 
Following exposure to microbial agents, all samples were 
rinsed with sterile distilled water for 15 seconds. In order to 
disinfect all samples, either 0.525% sodium hypochlorite, 
Deconex or SeptiTurbo was sprayed on each sample 
(10 puffs within 15 seconds). To remain moist, samples were 
placed in plastic bags containing a sterile moist cotton cloth 
for one, three and 10 minutes. After washing the samples with 
sterile distilled water for 15 seconds, they were immersed in 
2%  trypsin solution for 60 minutes. Using 100 µL sampler, the 
samples were transferred to Mueller-Hinton agar. Twenty-four 
hours after incubation, P. aeruginosa and S. aurous bacterial 
colonies grown on the culture were counted. SPSS software 
version 20 (SPSS Inc., IL, USA) was used for data analysis and 
non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis test was used to compare the 
efficacy of different disinfectants.
Results
At one minute, the Kruskal-Wallis test results showed a signif-
icant reduction in P. aeruginosa colony count (P < 0.001).
At three minutes, the Kruskal-Wallis test results showed a 
significant reduction in P. aeruginosa colony count (P < 0.001).
At five minutes, the Kruskal-Wallis test results showed a 
significant reduction in P. aeruginosa colony count (P < 0.001).
As shown in Table 1, the disinfection efficacy of the three 
disinfectants against P. aeruginosa was significantly different 
after one, three and five minutes of exposure. 
It was observed that 0.525% sodium hypochlorite was sig-
nificantly more efficient in eradicating P. aeruginosa compared 
to the two other disinfectant agents. Also, SeptiTurbo showed 
a significantly higher disinfection efficacy in eliminating 
P. aeruginosa compared to Deconex.
The results of comparison of the bacterial disinfection 
efficacy of the three disinfectants at each time point are shown 
in Table 2. 
At one minute, the Kruskal-Wallis test results showed a 
significant reduction in S. aureus colony count (P < 0.001).
At three minutes, the Kruskal-Wallis test results showed a 
significant reduction in S. aureus colony count (P < 0.003).
At five minutes, the Kruskal-Wallis test results showed no 
significant reduction in S. aureus colony count (P > 0.05).
However, statistically significant differences in antibacterial 
efficacy were noted only at durations of less than five minutes. 
The anti-bacterial efficacy of SeptiTurbo against S. aureus at 
three minutes was more than that of other disinfectants, and 
this difference was significant at one minute (P < 0.05).
Table 2 shows the bacterial disinfection efficacy of the three 
disinfectants after one, three and five minutes for S. aureus. As 
shown, there was no significant difference in the disinfection 
efficacy of the above-mentioned disinfectants at five minutes 
for S. aureus. At one and three minutes, there was a significant 
difference for all three disinfectants for S. aureus. 
Table 3 shows the bacterial disinfection efficacy of the 
 disinfectants for prevention of bacterial growth.
Discussion
In dental practice, dentists and dental staff are exposed to a large 
number of microorganisms, which are potentially harm ful. 
Studies indicate that the surface of dental impressions is 
Table 1. Kruskal-Wallis test results for bacterial disinfection 









ab 196.85(26.53) a P < 0.001
Three 
minutes 3.14(0.89) bc 11(3.69) ab 29.42(9.89) a P < 0.001
Five 
minutes 0.42(0.53) bc 2.14(1.21) ab 12.71(2.92) a P < 0.001
The results of testing the bacterial disinfection efficacy of the three  disinfectant 
materials at each time point were compared shown by English letters. The groups 
with different letters had significant  differences.
Table 2. Kruskal-Wallis test results for bacterial disinfection 




SeptiTurbo Deconex P value
One 
minute 16.28(2.21) ac 8(2.38) b 16(2.3) a 0.001 
Three 
minutes 4.71(1.25) ac 2.71(1.38) bc 7.85(2.79) a 0.003 
Five 
minutes 0.85(0.69) 1.14(0.89) 1.85(0.89) P > 0.05 
The results of testing the bacterial disinfection efficacy of the three disinfectant 
materials at each time point were compared shown by English letters. The 
groups with different letters had significant differences.
Table 3. Percentage of bacterial growth inhibition by different 
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contaminated with bacteria.12,13 Disinfection of impression 
materials is essential to control cross-contamination.14 Each 
saliva droplet contains more than 50,000 bacteria.15 Also, based 
on an experimental study conducted by Egusa et al,16 impres-
sions contained many microorganisms such as streptococci, 
S. aureus, methicillin-resistant S. aureus, and P. aeruginosa with 
the percentage rates of 100%, 25%, 9% and 5.6%, respectively. 
These are potential pathogens that can be spread and trans-
ferred. The main reason for selection of P. aeruginosa and 
S. aureus in the current study was that these microorganisms 
are common opportunists, which can be easily spread.17 
As  impressions and occlusal records are thermal sensitive, 
 chemical disinfection is still the common practicable  procedure 
to eradicate microorganisms.9 Based on the study carried out by 
Badrian et al.,18 it was demonstrated that sodium hypochlorite 
can completely (99.99%) prevent the growth of S. aureus, and 
these results are in accordance with the results of the present 
study, as this disinfectant eliminated 99.98% of S. aureus count 
after five minutes. Also, Ghahramanloo et al.19 observed higher 
efficiency of sodium hypochlorite, compared to Deconex, in 
disinfecting alginate impressions, which were contaminated 
with the same microorganism as in the present study. In the 
study by Badrian et al,18 Deconex was shown to exert its effect 
mainly on P. aeruginosa so that after three and five minutes, 
99.17% and 99.64% of P. aeruginosa were eliminated, respec-
tively. Contrary to the results of the present study, in the study 
by Ghahramanloo et al,19 this agent was seen to be capable of 
eradicating only 70.4% of the tested bacteria. This difference in 
antimicrobial activity can be explained by the use of a more 
resistant type of bacteria. Also, it was demonstrated that the dis-
infection capacity of Deconex increased with time . In a study by 
Hoseini et al,20 it was reported that Deconex was quite effective 
against P. aeruginosa and S. aureus. In our study, for the first 
time, the antimicrobial activity of SeptiTurbo for impression 
materials was investigated. SeptiTurbo is a broad-spectrum 
alcohol plus quaternary ammonium  compound-based product. 
The most important feature of  SeptiTurbo is that it is highly bio-
compatible and does not make bacteria resistant to disinfect-
ants. According to our results, SeptiTurbo disinfected the 
samples after three and five minutes with the percentage rates of 
99.69% and 99.94%, respectively. Also, with increase in the con-
tact time, its disinfection efficacy increased.
Conclusion
Based on the results of the present study, use of all three 
 disinfectants by the spraying technique was effective for 
reducing the microbial load. The disinfection efficacy increased 
over time. Among different types of the disinfecting agents, 
SeptiTurbo and 0.525% sodium hypochlorite showed prom-





 1. Laheij AM, Kistler JO, Belibasakis GN, Välimaa H, De Soet JJ. European Oral 
Microbiology Workshop (EOMW) 2011. Healthcare-associated viral and 
bacterial infections in dentistry. J Oral Microbiol. 2012;4:17659.
 2. Ibrahim NK, Alwafi HA, Sangoof SO, Turkistani AK, Alattas BM. Cross-
infection and infection control in dentistry: knowledge, attitude and 
practice of patients attended dental clinics in King Abdulaziz University 
Hospital, Jeddah, Saudi Arabia. J Infect Public Health. 2017;10:438–445.  
 3. Barlean L, Danila I, Saveanu I. [Prevention of infection transmission in dental 
laboratories]. Rev Med Chir Soc Med Nat Iasi. 2011;115:548–553.
 4. Izadi A, Farnaz F, Soufiabadi S, Vafaee F, Kasraei S. Antibacterial effect of 
sanosil 2% and 6% and sodium hypochlorite 0.5% on impressions of 
irreversible hydrocolloid (alginate) and condensational silicone (speedex). 
Avicenna J Dent Res. 2013;5:e21107.
 5. Sands KM, Twigg JA, Lewis MA, Wise MP, Marchesi JR, Smith A, et al. 
Microbial profiling of dental plaque from mechanically ventilated patients. 
 J Med Microbiol. 2016;65:147–159.
 6. Osho A, Thomas B, Ak Y, Udor R. Toothbrushes as fomites. J Dent Oral Hyg. 
2013;5:92–94.
 7. Badrian H, Davoudi A, Molazem M, Zare MH. The effect of spraying different 
disinfectants on condensational silicone impressions; an in vitro study.  
J Indian Prosthodont Soc. 2015;15:263–267.
 8. Badrian H, Ghasemi E, Khalighinejad N, Hosseini N. The effect of three 
different disinfection materials on alginate impression by spray method. 
ISRN Dent. 2012;2012:695151.
 9. Chidambaranathan AS, Balasubramanium M. Comprehensive review 
and comparison of the disinfection techniques currently available in the 
literature. J Prosthodont. 2017 Apr. 
10. Gounder R, Vikas BV. Comparison of disinfectants by immersion and 
spray atomization techniques on the linear dimensional stability of 
different interocclusal recording materials: an in vitro study. Eur J Dent. 
2016;10:7–15. 
11. Behzad S, Sima S, Hossein B, Mahsa Y. Effect of three disinfectants 
(chlorhexidine, sodium hypochlorite and hydrogen peroxide) on the 
microleakage of 7th generation bonding agents. J Dent Med. 2013;26: 
321–327.
12. Ganavadiya R, Chandra Shekar BR, Saxena V, Tomar P, Gupta R, Khandelwal G.  
Disinfecting efficacy of three chemical disinfectants on contaminated 
diagnostic instruments: a randomized trial. J Basic Clin Pharm. 2014;5:98–104. 
13. Wangchuk NP, Nisalak P, Thaweboon B, Thawboon S, Sawaengkit P, editors. 
Antimicrobial property of hydrocolloid impression material incorporated 
with silver nanoparticles against Staphylococcus aureus. MATEC Web Conf. 
2017;95:01001.
14. Correia-Sousa J, Tabaio AM, Silva A, Pereira T, Sampaio-Maia B, Vasconcelos M.  
The effect of water and sodium hypochlorite disinfection on alginate 
impressions. Rev Port Estomatol Med Dent Cir Maxilofac. 2013;54:8–12.
15. Gowtham S, Padma ED. Bioaerosol contamination in dental clinic: a 
potential health hazard. AEDJ. 2014;6:33–36.
16. Egusa H, Watamoto T, Matsumoto T, Abe K, Kobayashi M, Akashi Y, et al. 
Clinical evaluation of the efficacy of removing microorganisms to disinfect 
patient-derived dental impressions. Int J Prosthodont. 2008;21:531–538. 
17. Jafari AA, Lotfi Kamran MH, Falah Tafti A, Kheirkhah E. Survey of bacterial 
and fungal contaminations in Iranian alginate, foreign alginate and speedex 
used for impression in dentistry. J Dent Med. 2012;25:62–68.
18. Badrian H, Ghasemi E, Khalighinejad N, Hosseini N. The effect of three 
different disinfection materials on alginate impression by spray method.  
ISRN Dent. 2012;2012:695151.
19. Ghahramanloo A, Sadeghian A, Sohrabi K, Bidi A. A microbiologic 
investigation following the disinfection of irreversible hydrocolloid materials 
using the spray method. J Calif Dent Assoc. 2009;37:471–477. 
20. Hoseini SA, Shahcheraghi F, Ghaemmaghami A. Evaluation of the 
clinical efficacy of quaternary ammonium components (QAC) as surface 
disinfectant. J Dent (Tehran). 2006;3:190–194.
How to cite:
Hemmati MA, Felegari M, Vakili R, Sharif Asgari M, Kermanjani A, Norouzi M. Antimicrobial Effects of SeptiTurbo, Deconex (Solarsept) and 0.525% Sodium Hypochlorite Spray on Alginate Impression 
Materials. J Dent Sch. 2017;35(3):81–83.
